WHEN    CURTIS    TALKED

another counsel. " And if you wish to be defended on a
plea of Not Guilty," he advised, "don't tell him you
are guilty,"

A complementary question equally inevitable was:
" But surely you, as a man of the world and not as a
barrister, don't swallow all the stories you are told?"
Curtis would reply: " It's not our duty to judge the
man. It is our duty to see that he is not convicted unless
there is proper evidence against him. It is for the Court
to say whether or not he is guilty. To quote the best
simile, we are like taxis on a rank. We are merely hired
to put a client's case before the Court, but of course we
must not knowingly allow the Court to be misled, we
being ourselves officers of the Court. It is not our duty
to invent a defence : we deal with the facts as we are told
them, but there are cases where a client is charged with
an offence which is complicated in Law, and there might
well be a doubt as to whether he has committed an offence
or not. Therefore, even if a client says he is guilty, we
are entitled to make a prosecution prove the case. In
order to effect this, we must plead 'Not Guilty' and
listen to the evidence. At the end we may submit that
there is no evidence to go to the jury that our client has
committed the offence, and if the Judge is with us, there
will be an acquittal. But if he is not with us, and decides
that the case must go to the jury, then we cannot be a
party to putting up a defence which we know to be
untrue. I should say: * 1 call no evidence, m'Lord,'
and let the Judge sum up and the jury decide as to whether
the evidence has been sufficient."

To some this sounded a strange exposition of a barrister's

215